Kurzia latissima and K. polyspina are very similar and to differentiate one from the other, the most important characters are the lateral serration of the two longest IDL setae (spicules and setules in K. polyspina; uniform setules in K. latissima) and the form of postabdominal distal corner and number of denticles at it (angular with 1 denticle in K. polyspina; blunt with 2-3 denticles in K. latissima) .
The distributional pattern presented by HUDEC (2000) for K. latissima suggests the necessity of reassessment of the previous Brazilian (SARS 1901 ; MONTO & GLOEDEN 1986) and other South American records (DADA Y 1905; STINGELIN 1913; PAGGI 1995) , which probably belong to K. polyspina. Indeed, HUDEC (2000) suggested that Kurzia cf. latissima recorded in Venezuela (REY & VASQUEZ 1986) belongs to K. polyspina. The same could be suggested for Argentine populations attributed to K. latissima, whose postabdomen drawn by PAGGI (1995) shows K. polyspina characteristics.
Kurzia longirostris is easily differentiated from the two previously cited species by its long rostrum, triangular labrum, short basal spine, and posterior head pore transversely elongated (HUDEC 2000). It was described from Ceylon (Sri Lanka) and reported in South America only twice (SARS 1901; DADA Y 1905) .
Despite being considered a pantropical species, it is possible that K. longirostris represents a species complex, as shyly suggested by HUDEC (2000) putting a question mark after the indication of its distribution . It is in accordance with several authors (e.g. DUMONT 1997) who advocated the necessity for revision of the so-called cosmopolitan species. Consequently, the South American records should be considered under suspicion.
